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From the Publishers 


This booklet is part of a treatise written by the 
prominent Soviet philosopher Mark Rosenthal 
(1906-1975). The reader should not be disconcerted 
by its serious subject matter, even if this is his first 
encounter with abstruse philosophical problems. The 
questions examined by the author have a direct 
bearing on the daily concerns and life of all of us. 
Without understanding and answering them it is 
impossible to answer the question of questions 
facing humankind: "Can we save the world from 
thermonuclear catastrophe and preserve life on 
earth?" 

Except when waged to protect one's freedom and 
home war is always repulsive and inhuman. А nu- 
clear war is sheer madness. Hundreds of thousands 
of fighters for peace rose yesterday and millions 
have risen today to stop this madness. The scale 
and geographical boundaries of the antiwar move- 
ment are broadening. The unprecedented growth 
of the antiwar movement in the leading capitalist 
countries has become a vital factor of their political 
Ме which cannot be ignored even by the most 
militant reactionary circles. The turbulent flood of 
antinuclear action became, in the opinion of many 
journalists and politicians, a characteristic feature of 


the year 1983. This can only leave its mark on the 
situation in the Western countries. 

The Americans themselves are beginning to take 
a more sober view of the policy of their govern- 
ment which is starting another round of the arms 
race. Many of them are beginning to doubt that 
this policy is in keeping with the ‘vital interests" 
of the United States and that the notorious "Soviet 
threat" to the West exists at all. Such a realization 
is not easy to reach, since the eyes of too many 
are screened by the hostile attitude to socialism 
that has been cultivated for many years. 

The aim of this booklet is to throw light on the 
true state of affairs, help one to find one's bear- 
ings in the processes going on in the world, which 
cannot be viewed in terms of black and white but 
have many shades in between. 

The subject of study chosen by the author is not 
а simple one. He applies the dialectical method in 
8 creative manner to examine a complex and car- 
dinal problem of our time, the coexistence and con- 
frontation of the two opposed social systems. The 
reader will find here answers to many questions 
relevant to the current ideological struggle, con- 
vincing argumentation on such matters as the cor- 
relation of internal and external contradictions in 
social development and the ways of resolving them, 
the  internationalization of economic ties т the 
world, socialist and capitalist integration, etc. and 
also a refutation of the concepts of the "export of 
revolution", the "convergence of the two systems" 
and of petty-bourgeois radicalism where world rev- 
olution is concerned. 

The problem of contradictions, which is the sub- 
ject of several oí Mark Rosenthal's works, has been 
a key issue of Marxist philosophy. A general philo- 
sophical study of this problem is impossible without 
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examining social realities, the specific contradic- 
tions of social development. Keeping one's finger 
on the pu!se of social lite is the тат prerequisite 
for the creative development of materialist dialec- 
tics. The author remains true to this principle through- 
out his studies. 

The urgency of this problem has grown with the 
sharp deterioration of the international situation in 
the 1980s. Willingness to staunchly and unflinchingly 
promote the cause of peace is not enough in the 
face of a real thermonuclear threat. What is needed 
is conviction and awareness of the justness of one’s 
views and action, which can be acquired primarily 
through a scientific knowledge of the ways and 
laws of social development. Because of essential 
methodological and psychological factors the con- 
frontation of the two systems—socialist and capital- 
ist—is objectively unavoidable by virtue of their 
diametrically opposite class interests. It is much more 
difficult to understand that peaceful coexistence and 
confrontation of the two social systems as a means 
of resolving the contradiction between them is also 
objectively unavoidable, that this is not something 
Marxists have thought up but a phenomenon natu- 
rally following from the essence and the social na- 
ture of the new, socialist state. This is what Lenin 
proceeded from, as do the Marxists of the 1980s, 
since the above thesis has been repeated!y confirmed 
by the entire historical experience accumulated 
in the course of the establishment of the world so- 
cialist system. The socialist state is a state of the 
working people, and to the people, workers and 
peasants, imperialist wars of aggression are alien and 
hostile, they suffer the most from them, therefore 
the peaceable policy of that state reflects the peace- 
ful interests of the majority of the world's popula- 
tion. 


Socialist states inherently strive to channel their 
relations with capitalist states towards peaceful 
coexistence, which precludes the use of force for 
promoting ideas or for the artificial imposition from 
outside of any system and implies peaceful com- 
petition in the main spheres of social life. 


Peaceful coexistence opens to the peoples truly 
boundless prospects for solving the most labour- 
consuming and urgent problems in various spheres 
of human activity. These are tre joint research in 
medicine to conquer cancer and oher dangerous 
diseases, the work to combat famine and poverty 
in underdeveloped countries, the broad use of the 
attainments of culture and art in the interests of 
а! peop'es, the application of space research for 
Ње needs of peace and progress. and so on. But 
this is not only a mater concerning tre economy, 
science and culture: it is also a question of creat- 
ing favourable conditions for greater mutual under- 
standing for promoting genuine trust not only be- 
tween ideologica! ales but beween whole coun- 
tres and nations. № is finally a question of conso- 
laang the forces of social progress сараб е of 
standing up to reaction in order to prevent nuclear 
war and ensure a s*ab'e peace. 


On these objective and sc.entiica'y founded 
prem ses Ме Sov et Commun s* Pary and е Sov e 
sae base ther policy. Tre USSR s пге'еѕ5 s*rugg’e 
for peace and a sarmament a*er te Second Word 
War has paved a cecis ve гс'е in tre cara за. change 
in the minas and attices of tre word com- 
muny ом агаѕ s*rencening се-еп-е and recog^ z- 
ing asarmament as *^e most urgent and feasible 
task of our tme. Here. for examp e. is w-at Pu'c- 
ier Prre winner Robert Lasch wrove in bis acce 
“War Fever’: 


"All the high-flown theories of military strategy, 
ell the mysteries of geopolitics, all the ruminations 
in the think tanks, cannot change the basic truth 
of our times—that a foreign policy based on the 
potential use of military force abroad has ceased 
to be rational. In the present condition of mankind, 
a foreign policy of non-violence is the inescapable 
consequence of history." ! 

Regrettably such sober reasoning does not coin- 
cide with the views of statesmen and politicians of 
several Western countries, above all the United 
States. As a result the international situation dete- 
riorated dramatically in the late 1970s and early 
1980s. Recent years have seen aggressive forces 
more actively attempting to reverse the detente 
process and to exacerbate to the utmost existing 
differences. 


The US ruling circles and their allies continue an 
unrestrained arms race. As soon as the Reagan ad- 
ministration came to power it began energetically 
to implement a militarist policy. Greater efforts were 
made to develop new weapons and the leaders in 
Washington began to talk openly about the pos- 
sible use of nuclear weapons. Dangerous clouds 
lower over the world. 

Reagan's foreign policy is spearheaded against 
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries. In 
fact this policy is directed against the whole world, 
for the lives of hundreds of millions of people have 
been made dependent on the global imperial 
claims of the top monopolists in the United States. 


The situation in Europe, where the main military 
groupings are in direct confrontation, is of special 
concern from the point of view of the potential 


! The Progressive, July 1980, pp. 17-18 
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threat to universal peace. The Reagan administra- 
tion rejects the policy of detente claiming that it is 
detrimental to the West's interests and is stubbornly 
forcing this view as a common platform on all of 
Washington's allies, despite the obvious benefit 
detente has brought to all European states regard- 
less of their social system. 

In these conditions the Soviet Union has not given 
in to the provocations and has not abandoned its 
peace policy. The numerous Soviet peace initiatives 
have shown the consistency, stability and flexi- 
bility of Soviet foreign policy. The measures it has 
proposed cover a very broad range of weapons and 
include the key areas of the world where the threat 
of confrontation is the greatest and where prompt, 
constructive solutions are required. Such a policy 
inspires all the honest people of the earth who hold 
dear the future of our civilization. 


The policy of detente which made impressive prog- 
ress in the 1970s, has taken deep roots in the 
minds of millions of people. This is one reason why, 
despite the adverse international situation, much of 
the Western press expresses hope and optimism. 


The nations of the world are well aware of the 
favourable impact of detente processes on the in- 
ternational political climate. During that period an 
understanding of the need for and mutual advan- 
tage of peaceful coexistence noticeably increased 
in Europe, along with the awareness that it is im- 
possible to ensure the security of one part of the 
continent at the expense of another. This factor 
should evidently be taken into account in apprais- 
ing the reaction of the ruling circles in Western 
Europe to the peace initiatives of the Soviet Union 
and other countries of the socialist community. No 
doubt Europeans received with much greater under- 
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standing than Americans the Soviet Union's pledge 
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons and the 
proposal of the Warsaw Treaty states made to the 
NATO countries that a treaty be signed on the recip- 
rocal non-use of military force and the maintenance 
of peaceful relations. 


Also indicative in this respect was the reserved 
reaction of the United States' European allies to the 
Reagan administration's attempts to prevent the 
construction of the Soviet gas pipeline from Sibe- 
ria to Western Europe. 


The United States openly pressurizes its NATO 
partners into joining the economic war waged by 
the United States against the Soviet Union. Accord- 
ing to The Economist magazine, in West Germany 
alone the contract (ог the delivery to the Soviet 
Union of large-diameter pipes for the pipeline guar- 
anteed employment for several years for 25,000 
people. But the transatlantic leaders have long em- 
ployed trade as a political tool. If US businessmen 
are ready to sacrifice their own contracts, they can 
care very little for European ones. 


The Soviet Union has always stood for broaden- 
ing and deepening economic and cultural links be- 
tween countries with different social systems. But 
this is possible only in conditions of detente, which 
is made necessary by the objective requirements 
of our time. While recognizing the important role 
of subjective factors in international relations, in- 
cluding the actions of governments and political 
leaders, Soviet people believe that objective chan- 
ges on the international scene have made it possible 
for detente to become a vital necessity of interna- 
tional life in spite of the frantic resistance of the 
reactionaries. They trust that а sober view of the 
true state of affairs will also prevail in the West. 


This, of course, will require much determined work 
on the part of politicians, scientists and journalists. 

The Novosti Press Agency Publishing House hopes 
that this booklet will make a contribution to this 
noble cause. 


A Radical Change in the Conditions of 
Modern World Development 


The October 1917 Socialist Revolution and the for- 
mation of the world's first socialist state drew a 
dividing line in humankind's history. Those events 
turned the whole of social progress into a new 
channel. They ushered in the era of the transition 
of society based on exploitation of man by man and 
ifs highest form—capitalism—to a socialist and com- 
munist society. 

Lenin defined imperialism as the eve of socialist 
revolution, which puts an end to the old society 
and marks the beginning of a new society, and 
examined certain important general laws of this 
transition. He paid special attention to the fact that 
the development of capitalism is extremely uneven, 
as a result of which the revolutionary process does 
not mature simultaneously in different countries, and 
for a long time the two social systems, the old and 
the new, the capitalist and the socialist, exist side by 
side and influence one another and all future devel- 
opment is consequently determined to a consider- 
able and even decisive extent by this interaction. 
The axis of all world development is shifted, as it 
were, to the plane of this relationship. Taking ac- 
count of this relationship is essential to understand- 
ing major developments in the world. 
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In his "Preliminary Draft Theses on the National 
and the Colonial Questions" for the Second Con- 
gress of the Communist International Lenin clearly 
stated this law of further development. He wrote: 
"The world political situation has now placed the 
dictatorship of the proletariat on the order of the 
day. World political developments are of necessity 
concentrated on a single focus—the struggle of the 
world bourgeoisie against the Soviet Russian Repub- 
lic, around which are inevitably grouped, on the 
one hand, the Soviet movements of the advanced 
workers in all countries, and, on the other, all the 
national liberation movements in the colonies and 
among the oppressed nationalities, who are learn- 
ing from bitter experience that their only salvation 
lies in the Soviet system's victory over world imper- 
ialism," ! 

Of course, these last words, and the words about 
"Soviet movements" of the advanced workers т 
all countries, should not be taken literally; when 
Lenin wrote this Soviet power was the only example 
of a new world, of a new form of social movement, 
and hence the concept of "Soviet" was synonymous 
with the revolutionary socialist transformation of 
society in all of its various forms, which Lenin him- 
self noted on many occasions. What is important 
in the passage quoted is the basic idea that with the 
emergence of the first socialist state the relations 
between the two opposite social systems become 
the focus of all events of world politics. 

In other words, the emergence of the first social- 
isf state, which founded a new world social sys- 
tem, made the old standerds, criteria and means of 
analyzing different processes, their evaluation and 
so on either obsolete or insufficient. "Since the prole- 


! Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, p. 146 
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tarian revolution in Russia ... the entire world has 
become diílerent, and the bourgeoisie everywhere 
has become different too,"' wrote Lenin in this 
connection. 

Both the bourgeoisie and the proletariat in capi- 
talist countries, the relations between the bourgeoi- 
sie and the proletariat in those countries, and the 
oppressed peoples in colonies and semicolonies had 
changed; all the processes in the world bore the 
mark of the cardinal changes caused by the victory 
of the socialist revolution in Russia. 

When Lenin wrote about this the first socialist 
state was an island in the capitalist ocean. Even 
more important changes have taken place since 
then. What was then the beginning of the new 
system, the Soviet state, which even then Lenin re- 
garded as "a phenomenon of world-historic impor- 
tance", ? has grown into a system of socialist states. 
The only socialist country, then an embryo of 
a world system, has become a part of the mighty 
and functioning world socialist system. Even in the 
first years of its existence the Soviet state, alone 
as it was, exerted tremendous influence on the 
course of world developments. Lenin foresaw that, 
once it became international, that is, once it became 
а system of socialist states (even of a few), the gov- 
ernment of the working class, of the toiling people 
would be able to influence world politics in a de- 
cisive manner. 

Today this is no longer a hypothesis, an assump- 
tion, but a fact of real history. 

It may be argued that at all times some states 
have been connected with and influenced by others 
in one way or another. Didn't the French Revolu- 


! Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, p. 100 
? Ibid., Vol. 30, p. 450 


tion of the late 18th century or the Americans' strug- 
gle for independence oi the same period exert tre- 
mendous influence on the entire world, so that it is 
impossible to understand many developments in 
various countries without taking account of the 
impact on feudal states of the young bourgeois states 
formed as a result of the revolutions? This is 
true, and Marxism and Marxist dialectics hold that 
any phenomenon can and should always be under- 
stood in relation to other phenomena, and this fully 
applies to the history of states. But imperialism has 
brought about cardinal changes in this respect. 
Imperialism, as the highest stage of capitalism's de- 
velopment, outgrows national boundaries and the 
development of the productive forces within these 
boundaries and increasingly shows a trend towards 
fhe internationalization of production and of all as- 
pects of social life and this trend is manifested in 
its own specific ways. For the first time in history 
imperialism has joined separate bourgeois states 
into a world system of states which are linked by 
definite relations. This applies not only to bourgeois 
states but also to outlying parts of the world which 
imperialism has included into a worldwide imperial- 
ist system, dividing them among several groups of 
the biggest powers. As Lenin wrote, "The whole 
world is merging inio a single economic organ- 
ism." ! 

Capitalism, especially its highest stage, creates a 
world economic system. The emerging socialist states 
continue and develop on a different social basis 
this objectively necessary and progressive trend 
towards the internationalization of production. 

Н is quite obvious that socialist states emerge 
and exist within a single world economy. At the 
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same time they form their own social system, thus 
undermining the single world capitalist economy as 
well as the single world imperialist system. 

The world economy is thus split into two inde- 
pendent forces, two systems; however, these op- 
posed systems find themselves, because of the in- 
ternational division of labour resulting from all pre- 
vious development, connected by certain objective 
links, which brings about their interaction and inter- 
dependence in the economic, political, intellectual 
and other spheres. 

This new situation in the world sets new questions 
fo political science, economics and philosophy. 


The Dialectical Relationship of Internal and 
External Contradictions 


Of all the questions connected with the relation- 
ship between the two world systems the most im- 
portant is undoubtedly that of the contradictions 
between them. There is а whole knot, a whole sys- 
tem of very different contradictions which are inter- 
connected and which interact both in the course 
of their development and in the course of their re- 
solution. 

Let us first take the contradictions of the world 
capitalist system. Like any other system it incorpo- 
rates certain links and elements which are connected 
by a certain structural relationship. These links and 
elements are the individual capitalist states. Each 
of them has its own contradictions characteristic of 
the capitalist mode of production at the highest, 
imperialist, stage of its development. These are the 
internal contradictions of each particular country. 
Although each of them is a part, an element of 
the single world system of capitalism, they are in- 
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dependent, pursue their own interests and aims, and 
fhere are economic, political and other contradic- 
tions between individual states, individual “imperial- 
isms". These are the external contradictions of each 
individual capitalist country. But where the world cap- 
italist system as а whole is concerned, these con- 
tradictions between its separate components and 
links are of a different nature—they are the inter- 
nal contradictions of the system as a whole, which 
determine its development not as a mere sum-total 
of states but as a certain integral entity. 

The separate parts of this world system differ in 
the level of their economic development. The capi- 
talist system today includes a number of developing 
countries and many backward countries which have 
recently won political independence but are follow- 
ing the capitalist path of development. There are 
deep-rooted differences and contradictions between 
the advanced and underdeveloped countries which 
are part of the world capitalist system. Moreover, 
the unequal capitalist development, far from dimin- 
ishing, is growing with current scientific and tech- 
nological progress, since most of its benefits are 
reaped by the developed countries. 

An analysis of the contradictions of the world 
capitalist system must not ignore the contradictions 
between the classes, between the various social 
groups and strata which characterize it as a capital- 
ist system. But should one extend the contradictions 
between labour and capital, between the monopo- 
lies and the overwhelming majority of the people of 
each particular country to the world capitalist sys- 
tem as a whole? Doesn't this amount to an “uneco- 
nomic” duplication of the same phenomenon? There 
is only one answer to these questions. Since a sys- 
tem is a relatively independent entity, an objective 
reality and not an invention of the human mind, the 
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basic capitalist relationship, that is to say the rela- 
tionship between the bourgeoisie and the proletar- 
iat as classes, between the monopolies and all the 
working people, a relationship constituting the es- 
sence of the modern capitalist mode of production, 
is also characteristic of the capitalist system as a 
whole. 

The world capitalist system protects the interests 
of capitalism, of the capitalist mode of production 
and of the bourgeoisie all over the world against 
the international proletariat, the international revolu- 
tionary movement and the national liberation strug- 
gle of the dependent countries and nations; in de- 
fending these interests the world capifalist system 
opposes the world socialist system. 

This relatively independent aspect of a system 
functioning as a certain infegral entity should not 
be underestimated, even though an "entity" like 
the world imperialist system is consumed by acute 
internal contradictions; underestimation will make 
many phenomena and processes incomprehensible. 

The world capitalist system has its opposite in 
the world socialist system. The very emergence and 
development of the latter reflect the opposite char- 
acter of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat the 
world over and are a manifestation of the struggle of 
these opposites, which has been crowned by the 
prolefariat's victory in several countries and the 
formation of a world system of triumphant socialist 
states. 

As a system it naturally also consists of separate 
"elements", links, or parts, that is to say individual 
socialist states. Here the difference must be seen 
between the whole and its components, the general 
and the particular, which are not directly identical 
by virtue of their nature. A system as an integral 
entity has a relative independence and relatively 
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independent laws of its development which should 
be distinguished from the laws of development of 
each particular component. Any socialist state, big 
or small, is а quite independent, sovereign entity 
which has its own aims, develops according to its 
own plans, etc. At the same time all the socialist 
states have their common interests, are linked by a 
common goal, by the solution of common econom- 
ic, political and other problems and therefore they 
form an integral social entity, a system of states 
united by their common class nature. 

It is quite natural that the world socialist system 
as a union of the general and the particular (the 
system and its component parts) should have its 
own contradictions of development. These contradic- 
tions arise and are overcome as new tasks are 
solved in the objectively normal development of 
each socialist state and of the entire system of so- 
cialist states. They may and do arise when the 
particular interests of some states come into conflict: 
agreement requires time, patient examination of their 
basic common interests, accumulation of experience 
of relations between socialist countries, etc. The 
present-day world of socialism with its achievements 
and prospects and with all its problems is still a 
young and growing social organism in which far 
from everything has been settled and much still 
carries the stamp of the past. The socialist world is 
ever on the move and is constantly improving. Its 
development naturally consists in the struggle of 
what is new with what is old, in the solution of 
internal contradictions. 

The profound difference between the contradic- 
tions of socialist states and those of capitalist coun- 
tries, and also between their systems, is rooted in 
their opposite social nature. In the relationship and 
inferaction of the two world social systems contra- 
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dictions arise; they develop in different directions 
and are resolved in different ways, in short, there 
are two opposed types of contradictions—antago- 
nistic and non-antagonistic. This is an important 
point since the mutual influence of one system on 
the other is reflected in the specific nature of the 
contradictions of each of them. Without taking 
into account this aspect of the matter it is impos- 
sible to understand the laws of development of each 
of the systems which are each ofher's antagonistic 
opposites. 

The most important point, however, in consider- 
ing the two world social systems is that both the 
development of each of them and modern world 
development as a whole can be understood correct- 
ly only when their interaction is also taken into ac- 
count. This consideration moves to the fore the 
dialectics of internal and external contradictions, 
their interrelation and reciprocal influence. 

The complicated nature of the dialectical rela- 
tionship of these contradictions should be seen in 
the fact that there are no absolute boundaries sepa- 
rating them; at the same time it would be utterly 
wrong fo try to obliterate distinctions between them. 
We must therefore, even if in brief, explain the 
dialectical approach to internal and external contra- 
dictions. 

Some investigators of the problem of internal and 
external contradictions suggest that in presenting 
internal contradictions as decisive in materialist dia- 
lectics we ignore the role of external contradictions 
and their significance for the development of ob- 
jects. Some authors cite facts to Prove that external 
contradictions also serve as a source of movement, 
change and development and conclude that it is 
wrong to state that the internal contradictions of 
objects are decisive and essential for their develop- 
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ment. As a result it is suggested that no particular 
contradiction can be considered the only source of 
development, that it is more correct to speak of 
contradictions in general as such a source, without 
identifying a priori any particular type out of the 
whole variety. 

Undoubtedly, dialectics, in emphasizing internal 
contradictions, that decisive factor which determines 
development and movement as self-development 
and self-movement, does not in the least detract 
from the importance of external contradictions, that 
is to say contradictions flowing directly not from the 
process of the division of a single object into its 
Opposites and their interaction but contradictions 
outside this process and determined by the relation- 
ship and reciprocal influence of different objects. 
The underestimation of such contradictions in the 
overall development of any natural and social phe- 
nomena runs counter to materialist dialectics which 
always considers phenomena and processes in their 
overall relationship and interdependence, in their 
complex interconnection and intersection. Such an 
underestimation would make it impossible, for 
example, fully to understand the dialectics of neces- 
sity and chance and other aspects of dialectical de- 
velopment. 

The dialectical understanding of development in- 
cludes the recognition of each and every contra- 
diction as the motive force of development. While 
dialectics emphasizes as the most important inter- 
nal contradictions, that is to say contradictions ari- 
sing in the course of the division of a single object, 
or, as Lenin wrote in explanation of the valuable 
aspect of Hegel's concept of development, “... the 
contradictory nature of the thing itself (das Andere 
seiner !), the contradictory forces and tendencies in 

1 Another self—Ed. 
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each phenomenon" !, dialectics does not preclude 
contradictions between equal objects playing a cer- 
tain important role. it is only opposed to full ab- 
solutization, or the exaggeration of the role of ex- 
ternal contradictions, typical of the mechanistic 
world outlook, which recognizes the conflict and the 
contradictory impact of one thing on another, but 
removes internal contradictions from things them- 
selves, making it impossible to understand develop- 
ment as self-development and in the final count 
making it necessary to recognize a certain force 
external to the nature of things, which determines 
their development, in other words, to recognize the 
"initial impulse". 

It would be wrong to regard any interaction of 
objects as an external contradiction, as is done by 
the proponents of the above-described view on the 
correlation of internal and external contradictions. 
In fact they identify external contradictions with the 
interaction of objects. But since nothing exists out- 
side the interaction of phenomena, it logically fol- 
lows that one cannot view internal contradictions as 
most important and determining development (cer- 
fainly not "the only ones"). Engels wrote that inter- 
action is the ultimate cause of all things, of their 
existence, development, change, etc. 2 

Marxism views each historically given society as 
a complex integral system consisting of numerous 
aspects and links (economy, state system, law and 
other superstructures) each of which in its own 
turn is a system. Each of these components undoubt- 
edly has a relative independence and relatively in- 
dependent laws of development. But for all that 


! Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 38, p. 221 
? See F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, Progress Publishers, 
Moscow, 1964, p. 235 
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they are aspects, links of a single social organism, 
the relations and ties between them cannot be stud- 
ied and understood as external to one another. 
Their interaction is a dialectical interaction of as- 
pects, elements, parts of the whole, which are inter- 
nally, structurally interlinked and which do not exist 
without one another. The state and the state system 
do not exist, as it were, outside relations of produc- 
tion but express them, being a superstructure over 
them. 

Therefore the contradiction arising between con- 
ditions which require a radical change т the exist- 
ing production relations and the state standing 
guard over these obsolete relations retarding fur- 
ther development is not an external but an internal 
contradiction and as such is the main and decisive 
impulse, the source of development. This does not 
mean that the given internal contradictions are the 
only impetus for change and development, that 
there are no other causes and sources, for example, 
those that are really external in relation to internal 
ones, which influence the development of the given 
society in the same direction. Such, for instance, is 
the impact of the socialist countries on develop- 
ment in capitalist countries and vice versa. 

This impact shows quite clearly the difference 
between internal and external contradictions, be- 
tween their roles in the process of development. The 
process of development of the capitalist mode of 
production in an individual country, the growing 
contradictions of this development—contradictions 
in the mode of production, contradictions between 
classes, between the basis and superstructure, etc. 
—is a process of self-development stimulated by the 
above internal contradictions. Only their own growth 
and deepening paves the way for their resolution. 
The influence and impact of the socialist countries 
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can neither cause these contradictions nor resolve 
them. That is why Lenin opposed the theory and 
practice of the "export" of revolution from one 
country to another, since all the necessary condi- 
tions for a social revolution can be prepared only 
by the internal dialectics of development within a 
given country. 

The role of external contradictions here can only 
be seen in the fact that the existence of the social- 
ist countries and their example of how to resolve 
by revolution the contradictions of bourgeois society 
exert great influence on the dialectics of internal 
development in capitalist countries, acting in the 
same direction in which they develop by virtue of 
their own laws. It is true that history knows many 
instances when external circumstances radically 
changed the nature of a country's internal develop- 
ment and directed it into an entirely different social 
channel. One such case was the conquest by Eu- 
ropeans of practically the entire territory of America. 
Such facts cannot be ignored for the sake of the 
dialectical theory of self-development, especially as 
they in no way contradict the general spirit of dia- 
lectics which always insists on the recognition of 
multiform development. Yet the emergence and ma- 
turing of internal contradictions and their resolution 
is typical and natural for the development of society 
as a whole, for the transition from some social 
forms to others, from lower formations to higher. It 
is in this sense that Marx wrote: "But the historical 
development of the antagonism, immanent in a 
given form of production, is the only way in which 
that form of production can be dissolved and a new 
form established" !, and he gave a brilliant exam- 
ple of dialectical analysis of fhis way in his Capital. 
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Н would thus be incorrect to class interaction, as 
a cause of phenomena and processes, in the cate- 
gory of external contradictions. The profound mean- 
ing of Engels's thesis on interaction as the "ulti- 
mate" cause of everything that exists, that there 
neither is nor can be anything beyond it, consists 
in emphasizing the dialectical idea that nature has 
its own impulses of development and needs no 
prodding from outside, that nature 15 an indepen- 
dent creative force which produces the entire va- 
riety of the world. Everything is interaction and there 
are no contradictions, internal or external, outside 
this interaction. 


Interaction, however, has a variety of forms and 
types; among its different types are, in particular, 
internal and external contradictions, which are not 
separated by an impregnable wall! but are linked, 
interacting with one another while remaining dif- 
ferent. 


What is the nature of this difference? If we pro- 
ceed from the premise that objects are systems, an 
integral whole, and that this integrity is one of their 
most essential features, then contradictions within 
the integral whole, i.e. a system, are internal con- 
tradictions. This is precisely what dialectics means 
when it formulates, in Lenin's words, one of its 
basic propositions: |"... the thing (phenomenon, 
etc.) as the sum and unity of oppo- 
sifes."! 

Opposites, opposite aspecis and tendencies are 
not divided in this case, as И were, in time and 
space but exist within the thing itself as ifs inner- 
most essence and are inseparable from it. This is the 
meaning of the words: "... the division of a unity 
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into mutually exclusive opposites and their recipro- 
cal relation." ! 

These and similar theses mean the same thing: 
contradictions are united, they exist in a unity, that 
is to say in the object as an integral system. And 
while the concept of system is an additional aid in 
understanding this specific essence of internal con- 
tradictions, these latter in their turn, as we have а|- 
ready seen, are of great importance for a dialectical 
understanding of the essence of the very category 
of system not simply as a unity but a unity which, 
by virtue of its internal contradictory nature, is alive, 
mobile, dynamic, developing and changing. 

The fact that internal contradictions exist within 
a thing itself, within an object as a single whole, 
determines their most characteristic feature. We 
mean the link between opposite aspects and ten- 
dencies which both exclude and presume one an- 
other at the same time, i.e. what Hegel defined as 
another self and what Lenin expressed in Hegel's 
words as “das Andere seiner” in the description of 
the internal contradictory nature of a thing which 
we quoted above. 

This feature, in our view, distinguishes internal 
contradictions from external ones. This does not 
mean that external opposites are not interlinked. If 
this were so they would not be opposites. One of 
the reasons why the differences between internal 
and external contradictions are relative is that ex- 
ternal contradictions themselves result from the self- 
movement of matter (and consequently from the de- 
velopment and resolution of internal contradictions) 
which determines its differentiation and formation 
relative to independent material forms and objects 
(both within inanimate matter and in the world of 
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organic forms, the emergence of animate matter 
from “inanimate”, etc.). 

As distinct from the internal contradictions, be- 
tween opposites which constitute an external contra- 
diction there is no link or interaction where they 
reciprocally presume and reject one another, when 
fhe existence of one of them conditions the exist- 
ence of the other. 


Further, an external contradiction is a contradic- 
tion not within a single whole, i.e. within an object 
or a system, but a contradiction of objects and sys- 
tems which are essentially different. In characteriz- 
ing this kind of contradiction we may abstract our- 
selves to a certain extent from the internal contra- 
dictions of each particular system, of every individ- 
ual object and concentrate on their relation to one 
another and on the impact and influence of one on 
another. This abstraction in the course of study is 
necessary because external contradictions are con- 
nected with the internal contradictions of objects 
and systems. It is not arbitrary since it reflects the 
actual division of the aspects of external contradic- 
fions and their existence as different systems. 


The different nature of internal and external con- 
tradictions determines their different functions and 
their role in the process of development. Both serve 
in their totality as the source, the motive force of 
development. But there remains the basic indisput- 
able thesis of dialectics that internal contradictions 
alone furnish, in Lenin's words, "the key to the 
'self-movement' of everything existing; ...to the 
"leaps', to the ‘break in continuity’, to the transfor- 
mation into the opposite, ‘to the destruction of the 
old and the emergence of the new'",! in other 
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words the key to the explanation of dialectical devel- 
opment as a qualitative change in what exists, not 
as a repetition of the old but as eternal renewal, 
as the birth of ever more complex and higher forms 
of nature and society. Although external contradic- 
tions are included in the general process of devel- 
opment, their influence upon it, as we have seen 
in relation to social life, is exerted as they pass 
through an internal state, through internal contra- 
dictions of objects and systems, being, as it were, 
processed or ground by them. 


It should be noted that in examining concrete 
things it is often difficult to determine what belongs 
to internal and what to external contradictions, or to 
draw a definite dividing line between them because 
this boundary is relative and mobile, it broadens 
with one objective set of phenomena and narrows 
in other circumstances. Each complex object is a 
system which is a product of other systems. But 
while being a relatively independent system, each 
object is included as an aspect, part or element in 
another, broader system, and so on. So what was 
an external contradiction in one relationship, in one 
system of interaction, emerges as an internal contra- 
diction in another system. This flexibility, this mobil- 
ity of contradictions is of an objective, not subjec- 
tive nature. 


Moreover, what is an external contradiction at 
one level of development may become an internal 
contradiction at another, higher level. 


Let us now consider from the point of view of the 
dialectics of internal and external contradictions cer- 
tain aspects of the relationship of the two world 
social systems, the capitalist and the socialist sys- 
tems. 
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Interaction of the Two Social Systems as 
External Opposites 


First of all we come across tlie question of wheth- 
er the contradictions of these systems are inter- 
nal or external ones. From our considerations above 
it follows that this question cannot be answered un- 
ambiguously, since the answer depends on the 
choice of a "frame of reference". This choice is not 
arbitrary nor are the "frames of reference" them- 
selves. In one relationship (which is quite objective) 
the contradictions between them are of an external, 
and in another, of an internal nature. 

The emergence of the two opposite world social 
systems was a result of the development and reso- 
lution of the internal contradictions of capitalism 
first in one country, Russia, then in several others. 
The internal contradictions in these countries were 
resolved through the victory of a new, socialist 
system and led to the formation of two independ- 
ent social systems totally opposite in their social 
nature, in the manner of their development and in 
the laws of that development. The process of the 
struggle of opposites, which at first proceeded 
within a unity, i.e. the single capitalist mode of pro- 
duction, had reached that point in its development 
when fhe unity split info two polar opposites which 
formerly both rejected and presumed each other's 
existence, while now they separated and began 
to exist independently. What had been a single en- 
tity—the capitalist mode of production—had split 
into two opposite entities, the socialist and the cap- 
italist systems. 

Even when socialist revolution had triumphed only 
in one country, Lenin, aware that the victory was 
only the first link in the long chain of the transi- 
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tion of other countries from capitalism to socialism 
and regarding this link as a global phenomenon in 
its historical significance and its trend of develop- 
ment, said: "Two camps are now quite consciously 
facing each other all over the world; this may be 
said without the slightest exaggeration.” ! 

These "camps" (since the victory of socialism in 
several countries we have called them "systems") 
are opposite in their social nature and their laws of 
development and are developing independently. 
This does not mean, of course, that their independ- 
ence is absolute, as each of them exists in a cer- 
tain medium, not in a vacuum. No matter how in- 
dependent the development of the socialist system 
may be (independent in the sense that it follows 
the laws of the socialist mode of production and in 
this case is not "presumed" or conditioned by its 
opposite, the capitalist system) it proceeds along- 
side the existence of capitalist countries, of impe- 
rialism, and the socialist countries cannot isolate 
themselves from their existence and influence. The 
same is true of the capitalist system which has ceas- 
ed to be the only system in the world and in rela- 
tion to which the socialist countries are its "medium" 
with all the ensuing consequences. 

In this respect the two systems act as external 
opposites in their interaction, with all their charac- 
teristic features. The following feature of their inter- 
action should be particularly stressed as being of 
decisive importance for external opposites: despite 
the impossibility of each of the two world systems 
of excluding themselves from each other's existence 
and development, each of them develops in accord- 
ance with its inherent dialectics, with its innate 
causes and tendencies. But this inherent dialectics of 
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the development of each system is influenced by an 
external opposite. The development of both social- 
ist and capitalist countries can therefore be under- 
stood if account is taken not only of the decisive 
factor—their inherent dialectics determined above 
all by internal contradictions—but also of the out- 
come of the struggle of the external opposites and 
of their interaction. 

Мо influence or impact that one world system of 
countries may have upon the other in the course of 
their normal development, barring the possibility of 
а destructive military clash between the two, can 
change either the laws or the nature of the deve- 
lopment of each of them. But the presence of op- 
posites which are external to one another has a 
definite bearing on and modifies the development 
of the systems. 

This, in our view, is one of the aspects of the 
objective dialectics of the relationship of the two 
world social systems, which is determined by the 
nature of their contradictions as external opposites, 
as contradictions of two particular independent sys- 
tems, two polar entities. 

The specific result of the interaction of these ex- 
ternal opposites has been widely studied in Marxist 
literature, so we shall limit ourselves to a few re- 
marks. 

The essence of the new conditions influencing the 
current development of monopoly capitalism con- 
sists, above all, not in the fact that international im- 
perialism is forced to change a great deal in its 
economic, social, ideological, etc. policies subjec- 
tively, as it were, without changing its nature and to 
adjust itself to the new situation. The main thing is 
the change in the objective conditions of develop- 
ment which find their “secondary” manifestation in 
the subjective actions of capitalist states. 
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These changes are primarily quantitative. Imperial- 
ism's range of action was dramatically restricted by 
the victory of the October 1917 Revolution and the 
formation of the socialist system. Imperialism ceased 
to be the dominant world system dictating its will 
to the world. A new historical force rose in its way, 
a system of states occupying vast territories where 
the imperialist laws are no longer effective. 

But there is more to it than that. Formerly capi- 
falism was а world empire which extended to the 
remotest parts of the globe and embraced dozens 
of colonial and semicolonial countries whose peo- 
ples were its slaves. The emergence of the first so- 
cialist state, the defeat of fascism during the Sec- 
ond World War, and the emergence of the world 
socialist system made possible a great anticolonial 
revolution which put an end to the colonial system 
of imperialism. Scores of nations have acquired polit- 
ical independence. The struggle is not yet over; 
although imperialism is no longer able to pursue its 
colonial policy along the old lines if is putting on 
new, "neocolonialisi", armour and employing new 
methods and means in order to rob and exploit 
the liberated peoples. But the emergence of many 
more politically independent states has brought 
about a new, substantial restriction, after the forma- 
tion of the world socialist system, of the scope of 
action of international monopoly capital. Whereas 
Lenin in his fundamental work on imperialism exam- 
ined the process of capitalism growing into a 
world system of oppression and of the "financial 
strangulation of the overwhelming majority of the 
population of the world by a handful of 'advanced' 
countries", ! today we are witnessing the reverse 
process, that of the narrowing of imperialism's fron- 
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tiers. This is an uncontainable process, as is evinced 
by the current struggle waged by more and more 
peoples in all continents which are tearing asunder 
the bonds of imperialism and embarking upon the 
path of independent national advancement. 

These quantitative changes have grown into 
substantial qualitative changes which have modified 
certain features and qualities of capitalism. Quanti- 
tative changes viewed as such are an abstraction 
since they are inseparably linked to radical quali- 
tative changes which have occurred in the world in 
the course of the emergence and development of 
socialist society. 

Indeed, quantitative changes, i.e. the dramatic cur- 
tailment of imperialism's frontiers, mean a reduction 
in its strength and possibilities, the loss of its for- 
mer hegemony. The falling of even just one country, 
Russia, out of the chain of world capitalism enabled 
Lenin to affirm: "The hands of the international 
bourgeoisie are no longer free." ! 

The fact that it no longer has a free hand tells 
on the entire current development of imperialism 
and on its inner dialectics, be it with reference to 
such processes and manifestations as the export of 
capital or the struggle for markets, relations with 
the "third world", and so on. It also has a bearing, 
directly or indirectly, on the processes of the fur- 
fher concentration and centralization of capital and 
on the struggle and balance of forces of different 
monopoly groups and alliances both within each cap- 
italist country and on the world scene as a whole. 
The ignominious end to the shameful US war in 
Vietnam, the struggle of the Arab peoples for their 
independence and against Israeli aggression and 
many more economic and political developments 
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cannot be understood unless they are viewed in 
direct and indirect connection with the influence of 
the world socialist system which curbs the forces of 
imperialism. 

But imperialism has not been defeated every- 
where, it is still strong and it is still able, as proved 
by well-known facts, to reverse the course of events 
in some parts of the world. As Lenin said in 1920, 
"More than any other, our revolution has proved 
the rule that the strength of a revolution, the vigour 
of its assault, its energy, determination, its victory 
and its triumph intensify the resistance of the bour- 
geoisie. The more victorious we are the more the 
capitalist exploiters learn to unite and the more de- 
termined their onslaught." ! 


This law still operates in modern conditions, and 
it should not be underestimated. It is true that even 
if imperialism is sometimes still capable of causing 
a reversal from progressive to regressive forms of 
social development it can no longer change the 
overall course of historical development. The pro- 
gressive narrowing and limitation of the sphere and 
scale of imperialism's influence on the global pro- 
cess is also an objective law, one of the laws that 
determine modern development, a law which hews 
its path through all the complexities of the struggle 
between the forces of progress and those of reac- 
tion. 


As we have seen, the quantitative changes in 
the position and conditions of development of mod- 
ern imperialism are inseparably linked to the qua- 
litative changes caused by the existence of the 
world socialist system. This is a matter of decisive 
importance. The fact is that imperialism is today 
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confronted by a new historical force which differs 
qualitatively from it in all areas of development. 
beginning with economic development and endinc 
with the highest levels of relationships among 
people. The relationship between the two social 
systems reflects the confrontation not only of two 
forces but of two different types of development 
with their own differing tendencies, laws and ap- 
proaches to the solution of the cardinal problems 
of human life. 

Failure to understand this basic qualitative aspect 
in which the two world social systems differ leads 
to a distorted view of the entire picture of modern 
social development. This distortion is the basis of 
the Maoist concept of the so-called two superpow- 
ers—the Soviet Union and the United States—which 
are alleged to be opposed to other parts of the 
world. A purely quantitative approach to these 
states, to assessing their nature would be a betrayal 
of Marxism-Leninism, a mockery of the basic prin- 
ciples of the Marxist science of society. Identifica- 
tion of the Soviet socialist state and the capitalist 
state in the United States, which represent two op- 
posite world social systems, is sheer sophistry in- 
tended to give credit to a concept of anti-Marxist, 
anti-Leninist views on the most essential questions of 
modern world development. In Particular, deliberate 
disregard of the qualitative social difference be- 
tween these two states and accordingly between the 
two social systems leads to the conclusion that the 
basic contradiction of modern social development 
lies not in the contradiction between the socialist 
and capitalist systems but in the contradiction be- 
tween imperialism and "social-imperialism", on the 
one hand, and the national liberation movement, on 
the other or, in other words, in the contradiction 
between the “world city" and the “world village”. 
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Curiously, this imaginary "basic contradiction" is 
also argued from a purely quantitative angle by re- 
ferring to the fact that the forces of the national lib- 
eration movement represent two-thirds of the 
world’s population. The rejection of a Marxist-Lenin- 
ist approach to the dialectics of modern world devel- 
opment stems from а nationalist philosophy and 
politics which, far from strengthening, undermine 
the forces of world socialism and their unity with 
the national liberation movement. These philosophy 
and politics are alien to a genuine dialectical defi- 
nition of the relationship between the world of 
socialism and that of capitalism, which Lenin made 
in the very first years of the Soviet socialist state's 
existence. 

The Marxist science of society, as Lenin repeated- 
ly explained, distinguishes one historical epoch from 
another according to one key criterion— which class 
leads the revolutionary movement in a given epoch 
and determines the main direction of all social devel- 
opment. п the epoch of imperialism and proleta- 
rian revolutions it is the working class. Lenin saw 
the greatness of the October Socialist Revolution 
in the fact that it marked the beginning of the era 
of the worldwide transition from capitalism to social- 
ism. This radical qualitative leap has been and 
remains a decisive factor in the relationship of the 
two social systems. 

Lenin said in a speech in 1918 that at first the 
capitalist states regarded the actions of the Bolshe- 
viks, of Soviet power, as experiments. Soon they 
learned to view them differently: "... they now 
have to look to their own affairs at home". ! What 
Lenin meant was that capitalist states are оЫес- 
tively forced to compare their development, their 


! Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 28, p. 336 
36 


"own home", with a development of a new type, 
with an "alien" home, because what is at stake is 
the existence of their own home, i.e. the capitalist 
system, which was supplanted by socialism first in 
one and then in several countries. The capitalist 
states are not the only ones looking on; other 
peoples, oppressed classes and nations are doing 
more than looking on; they are also drawing con- 
clusions and learning lessons. 

The 1929-1933 economic crisis which swept the 
capitalist world contrasted with the vigorous and 
continuous growth of the productive forces in the 
USSR, the burgeoning industrial power of the world's 
first socialist state. When millions of workers lost 
their jobs in capitalist countries, especially in the 
United States, the richest of the capitalist countries, 
the working class and all working people т the 
socialist country were guaranteed employment, in 
fact they forgot what unemployment was. The cri- 
sis-prone, uncontrolled development of the capital- 
ist countries was opposed by the planned develop- 
ment of socialist society based on the purposeful 
guidance of the national economy. 

It was no accident that at that time the bourgeois 
political economists announced the fallacy of all no- 
tions that the play of the market forces could ensure 
the balanced development of the capitalist economy 
and its growth and began to advertise the need for 
state interference т economic development. Nei- 
ther was it an accident that after the crisis of the 
early 1930s, the trend towards state-monopoly con- 
trol of the national economy grew stronger in the 
capitalist world. As we have already seen, state- 
monopoly capitalism as a whole and the introduction 
of state control in particular were caused by the in- 
ternal processes of the capitalist mode of produc- 
tion at its highest stage and were stimulated by the 
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dialectics of its own development. But the accelera- 
tion of these processes has undoubtedly been in- 
fluenced to a great extent by the example of the 
planned economic development of the Soviet state, 
by its five-year plans of national economic develop- 
ment, in particular. 

The idea of economic growth has captured the 
minds of Western economists and governments; 
the origin of this idea certainly owes a great deal 
to the new type and the new laws of development 
of the socialist economic system and the competi- 
tion between the capitalist and socialist systems. 
The idea was also bolstered by the successful 
growth of capitalist production after the Second 
World War. Prominent British economist Joan Ro- 
binson wrote in 1971: "A universal paean was 
raised in praise of growth. Growth was going to 
solve all problems. No need to bother about 
poverty. Growth will lift up the bottom and poverty 
will disappear without any need to pay attention 
to it. The economists, who should have known 
better, fell in with the same cry." ! 

Joan Robinson dampens the ardour of the pro- 
ponents of the theory of economic growth “at any 
cost", which is claimed automatically to solve all 
problems, and shows that the Keynesian theory is 
also living through a crisis, as has been the case 
with the theory of market self-control of the capital- 
ist economy. However, the paean "in praise of 
growth” has deep roots. They are directly related 
to the interaction of the two social systems, the 
socialist and the capitalist. Steady and fast growth, 
according to the French economist P. Boucher, is 
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in the modern world a prerequisite for ihe very 
existence of the capitalist system. 

Bourgeois economists admit the influence of the 
planned economic development of the Soviet Union 
and its attainments in the scientific sphere and 
particularly in the field of space exploration and of 
the successes of the entire socialist system on the 
internal processes within capitalist states. 

This impact of the socialist countries is felt most 
strongly in the relations between labour and capital. 
These relations could no longer remain as they 
had been before the emergence of the socialist 
states. Naturally they have not changed in the main, 
remaining relations between the class of exploiters 
and the class of exploited. But the capitalists can- 
not ignore the new position of the working class 
in socialist countries and the infectious force of 
this example for workers in capitalist countries. 
The Keynesian theory which set forth, along with 
the question of economic growth, the question of 
high and stable employment, certainly considered 
the absence of unemployment in a socialist state. 

The acceptance of the Keynesian thesis that it is 
the duty of the capitalist state to maintain employ- 
ment at a certain level was, in Joan Robinson's 
words, "mainly due to the realization that unem- 
ployment did not occur in planned (i.e. socialist— 
M.R.] economies. Private enterprise had to vindicate 
itself before its own employees”. ! 

In other words, capitalist states can no longer 
ignore the socialist countries in dealing with the 
working people. They are forced to manoeuvre, 
make concessions and create a semblance of 
“partnership” with the employees. The social gains 
won by the working people in capitalist countries 
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can no longer be viewed as free from the influence 
of socialism. 

The law of which Lenin spoke, i.e. the trend for 
"capitalist exploiters" to rally in the face of revo- 
lutionary threats, is evident now, when the world 
is split info two opposed systems, in particular, in 
growing capitalist integration, the formation of 
international state-monopoly alliances of the Com- 
mon Market type, etc. Although this trend stems 
from capitalist production's own movement towards 
greater internationalization, here also the relation- 
ship between the two opposed systems is an im- 
portant additional factor accelerating integration 
processes. 

Therefore, whatever aspects orfeatures of mod- 
ern imperialist development we may choose to 
examine, they cannot be studied satisfactorily with- 
out considering its relationship with the "medium" 
in which it proceeds at present. 

However, in examining the processes occurring 
in capitalist countries and the laws of imperialism's 
development in the light of the existence of the 
world socialist system and its modifying influence 
upon them, one should not ignore the aspect of 
the dialectical relationship between internal and 
external contradictions which we have considered 
above, that is, the reflection of external influence 
through the inner condition of a system, through 
the dialectics of development of capitalist states. 
For instance, bourgeois theorists often choose to 
declare the state-monopoly regulation and pro- 
gramming of economic development a socialist 
element. There is certainly nothing socialist in the 
true sense of the word in capitalist regulation. No 
doubt the experience of socialist planning has 
played an important role in this respect, but the 
fact is that such experience is employed in capital- 
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ist society with all the ensuing consequences, that 
is to say it is applied to production relations which 
by their very nature are incompatible with a truly 
planned development devoid of any anarchy. The 
same is true of economic growih, growth at any 
cost, and of the principle of high and stable em- 
ployment. Bourgeois economists themselves, at least 
those critically inclined, ask: economic growth and 
employment for the sake of what, for what pur- 
pose? 

In socialist states economic growth and full em- 
ployment organically follow from the social nature 
of those states; they are a law of development of 
socialist society whose only aims and interests are 
those of the working people. This makes economic 
growth without cyclical fluctuations, crises, etc. 
possible. In capitalist society economic growth and 
employment are aimed at increasing capitalist profit 
and averting labour unrest. That is why economic 
growth assumes a distorted nature, unavoidable in 
principle, just as the problem of employment itself 
cannot be solved in principle. 

The interaction of the two systems as external 
opposites has, of course, another aspect, namely, 
the influence exerted by the capitalist system on 
the socialist. It would be а gross mistake to ignore 
this influence. To the same extent to which the 
socialist system 15 an "external medium" for the 
internal processes occurring within the capitalist 
system, this laHer is the "external medium" for the 
internal dialectics of socialist society. The impact 
of this medium is tangible and considerable. One 
of its manifestations is the fact that for reasons of 
security the socialist states are forced to spend 
funds on defence instead of on peaceful construc- 
tion; another that the capitalist states resort to fair 
means or foul to retard socialism's development, 
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fo exert a pernicious influence on people in social- 
154 countries, to keep alive the old, capitalist herit- 
age in their minds; still another manifestation is 
the fact that these states resort to all possible 
means, frequently force of arms, to stop countries 
and nations from linking their destiny with the 
socialist system, from relying on its assistance in 
their struggle for independent economic and polit- 
ical development, and so on. 


There are many other aspects of the relationship 
between the socialist and capitalist systems. With 
the unprecedented progress of science and en- 
gineering, the achievements of one side spur on 
the other, they brook no backwardness or conser- 
vatism and require a higher level in the competition 
of the two systems. 

This, in our view, is the first aspect of the 
objective dialectics of the interaction of the two 
opposite world systems, an aspect determined by 
the nature of their contradictions as external op- 
posites, contradictions between two separate and 
independent systems, two polar entities. 


Interaction of the Two Social Systems as an 
Internal Contradiction of the World Economy 
Today 


The second aspect, or the second "frame of 
reference” which is as objective as the first one, 
is provided by the fact that the division of the 
world into two opposed social systems has not 
destroyed, nor can it destroy the world economy 
as a single whole, which has its own laws of devel- 
opment and its own relative independence. We have 
quoted above Lenin's statements to the effect that 
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capitalism, especially imperialism as its highest 
stage, gives birth to and develops to a high degree 
the trend towards the internationalization of 
economic, political and other relations, it creates 
a world economic system, while socialism, far from 
interrupting this process, continues and develops 
it, bringing it to completion at the stage of com- 
munism. 

This trend is most evident with current scientific 
and technological progress, the growth and deep- 
ening of the international division of labour, spe- 
cialization and cooperation of production, the in- 
ternationalization of science and technology, etc. 
It embraces both social systems, manifesting itself 
differently in keeping with the social nature of each 
of them. 

An analysis of Lenin's works shows the great 
importance he attached to world economic relations 
in outlining the prospects for further social develop- 
ment. As he exposed the basic opposition of the 
newly-born social system to the old capitalist sys- 
tem, as he called them two camps consciously op- 
posed to each other, Lenin resolutely rejected all 
views ignoring their objective connection within 
the framework of a single world economy. "We 
exist in a system of capitalist states," ! he said, 
speaking of the Soviet state. 

This Lenin said in 1921 т his report on the 
factics of the Russian Communist Party at the Third 
Congress of the Communist International, at a time 
when the Civil War, in which many imperialist 
states fought against the young Soviet government, 
had just ended. The opposition of the two systems, 
two forces—the embryo of the new world social 
system of socialism and the old capitalist system— 
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had reached its height in the form of military con- 
frontation. Lenin was convinced that the attempts 
of world imperialism to isolate the Soviet state, to 
organize its blockade, would fail. This conviction 
of his was based on the objective laws of the world 
economy. "There is a force more powerful than 
the wishes," he wrote, "the will and the decisions 
of any of the governments or classes that are 
hostile to us. That force is world general economic 
relations, which compel them to make contact 
with us.” ! 

This general law, based on the unity of the world 
economy, was well illustrated by Lenin who cited, 
as an instance, the concessions project which the 
Soviet government offered to capitalist countries. 
"Their [the imperialists’ —Ed.)} war schemes have 
miscarried and they now have to fight in the 
economic field," ? Lenin said then. He saw this 
economic form of struggle as extremely progres- 
sive for the entire world economy. "We have 
presented you with a world programme by regard- 
ing concessions from the standpoint of the world 
economy," ? he said addressing capitalists and the 
capitalist powers. Lenin saw the very proposal of 
concessions as a means of restoring the broken ties 
of the world economy. He stressed that it was 
Soviet Russia, the socialist state, though weary and 
ruined and with a disrupted industry, that proposed 
to the world a programme to revive the world 
economy. The imperialist powers, the victors in the 
world war had forced on the vanquished countries 
predatory treaties which disrupted economic ties. 
“And Russia now comes forward,'' said Lenin, 
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"and declares to the world: we undertake to restore 
the international economy—here is our plan. 

"... We are shifting the question to the anti- 
capitalist plane. We say that we undertake to build 
the whole world on a rational economic founda- 
tion... 

This view of the world economy and its objective 
demands should be realized, according to Lenin, 
through the promotion of commercial relations be- 
tween the Soviet state and the capitalist world as 
different links of the world economic system. "We 
must trade, and they must trade,"? said Lenin. In 
an interview with a correspondent of a US newspa- 
per he stated: "I know of no reason why a social- 
ist commonwealth like ours cannot do business 
indefinitely with capitalistic countries." 3 

These and similar statements by Lenin are still 
relevant in the context of the current relations of 
the two world social systems. After the Second 
World War a situation arose, which, to a certain 
extent, though in quite different conditions and 
with an entirely different balance of world forces, 
repeated the past. International imperialism, espe- 
cially US imperialism, intent on erecting obstacles 
in the way of the world socialist system which had 
arisen after the victory over fascism, started the 
cold war, sharply restricting economic and trade 
relations with the socialist countries and beginning 
a policy of commercial discrimination against them. 
But, as in the first years of Soviet power, this policy 
was doomed to failure because of the immense 
economic might of the Soviet state and the bur- 
geoning strength of the entire socialist system; the 
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laws of the world economy and of world economic 
relations, a force more powerful than the wishes 
of the reactionary classes, of which Lenin spoke 
in his time, again played their role. Also very 
important was the policy of the Soviet Union and 
other socialist states aimed at expanding economic 
and trade relations with capitalist countries. 

The division of the world into two opposite 
social systems with their opposite modes of pro- 
duction has not led nor could it lead to the aboli- 
tion of the world economy as a single entity. А 
change of world historic importance that has taken 
place in this case is that the world economy has 
ceased to be essentially homogeneous socially, that 
it has become a unity of opposites. Its structure, i.e. 
the inner relationship of the various parts, links 
and elements which make it up, is inherently con- 
tradictory. Although even before the emergence of 
the socialist sysiem the world economy and its 
structure were contradictory, that was а contradic- 
tion within a homogeneous capitalist system, a 
contradiction of rival imperialist economies. This 
contradiction still persists today, but the main and 
foremost contradiction today is that between the 
two opposed social systems, which plays the key 
role in the dialectics of world development. There- 
fore, in this "frame of reference" the contradictions 
between the socialist and capitalist systems are 
internal contradictions. 

Despite the relative nature of the distinction be- 
tween the internal and external contradictions of the 
two social systems, it is easy to see that when the 
world economy is viewed as a single whole the 
question at issue is not so much the influence of 
one system on the other and the consequent modi- 
fication of their inherent laws of development as 
the struggle of two opposed trends within a "single 


entity" for the very type, the nature of world 
development or, in Lenin's words, for a definite 
"plan" of development. 

In working out after the Civil War a programme 
of peaceful economic construction, Lenin pointed 
to the realistic approach of many capitalists who 
realized that they could not manage without 
economic and commercial links with Russia. Lenin 
stated: "...Yet we have advanced such а prog- 
ramme in the capacity of builders of a world econ- 
omy based on a different plan."! This “different 
plan" was the reflection of objective socialist trends 
in world economic development which manifested 
themselves at that time in the emergence of a 
socialist system in one country and now in the 
world socialist system. 

Lenin regarded this "different plan" as the op- 
posite of the capitalist, imperialist "plan", and their 
relationship as "...a duel between two methods, 
two political and economic systems—the commun- 
ist and the capitalist" 2, a competition within a 
world economy united in its contradictoriness. He 
was convinced that this competition as a form of 
struggle between these opposites would culminate, 
by virtue of the general laws of dialectical develop- 
ment, in the triumph of the tendency which is the 
only progressive one in the modern conditions, 
which do not depend on the wish and will of in- 
dividual classes and social forces, of humankind's 
economic, political and intellectual development. 
As in all cases when the matter at issue is social 
development, in this case, too, the decisive factor 
is the struggle, the practical activity of classes and 
peoples, something which Lenin never tired of 
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stressing. When  Marxist-Leninists bring up the 
question of the struggle of opposites and of the 
objective tendencies of that struggle in modern 
world development in general and in the develop- 
ment of the world economy in particular, the force- 
ful and scientific manner of putting the question 
consists not in mere reference to the "laws of dia- 
lectics" and their effect but in the fact that they 
make it possible to accurately investigate real facts, 
the real relationships between phenomena and the 
real contradictions of development. 

This approach was the basis of Lenin's optimism 
when, despite the fact that war-ravaged Soviet 
Russia was still surrounded by capitalist countries, 
he stated: "We have no machinery; the war has 
impoverished us and deprived Russia of her econ- 
omic resources. Yet we do not fear this duel...” ! 


+ + + 


Of all the many contradictions we shall consider 
only one which is undoubtedly essential in the 
dialectics of world economic development. This, in 
our view, is the contradiction between the indomit- 
able tendency, determined by the entire objective 
development of the modern productive forces, 
towards the internationalization of the economy 
and the national boundaries and interests of states, 
which become too narrow to contain such develop- 
ment. This contradiction should by no means be 
understood in the sense that national boundaries 
and national forms of the development of the 
productive forces should be removed or abolished 
even today. Their artificial “abolition” is, in fact, 
out of the question. This is a spontaneous and 
lengthy process which develops gradually and can- 
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not be accelerated by any arbitrary interference. 

Lenin did not spare in his criticism those who 
thought that the development of society as a whole 
and that of the world economy in particular de- 
manded the removal of national state borders even 
at that stage. In his work "Left-Wing" Commun- 
ism—an Infantile Disorder he warned categorically 
that national and state distinctions among peoples 
and countries "... will continue to exist for a very 
long time to come, even after the dictatorship of 
the proletariat has been established on a world- 
wide scale." ! 

Even a complete victory over capitalism and the 
establishment of a socialist system in all countries 
cannot yet lead to the abolition of national and 
state distinctions between peoples and countries. 
But the process of economic internationalization can 
and will be most intensive on the basis of the 
socialist mode of production. This is what Lenin 
meant when he said that this process begins under 
capitalism, it attains its greatest strength under 
imperialism as the highest stage of capitalism and 
it will be completed under socialism viewed in the 
broad sense of the word and including the highest 
stage of its development, i.e. communism. Lenin 
wrote: "... already under capitalism, all economic, 
political and spiritual life is becoming more and 
more international. Socialism will make it com- 
pletely international". ? 

Thus the process of internationalization is dialec- 
tically contradictory. On the one hand, national and 
state distinctions continue and will continue to exist 
"for a very long time to come”; on the other, even 
today, due to the vast socialization of production 
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on the basis of international division of labour, the 
economies of states are objectively growing closer 
together, ever larger international economic as- 
sociations are being formed, and economic ties 
between countries and nations are growing stronger 
in every way. Current social development sets 
tasks which cannot be accomplished by the efforts 
of separate states and nations but require the 
concerted efforts of all or many states and nations. 
These tasks include environmental protection, space 
exploration, the setting up of international energy 
systems, the tapping of the riches of the World 
Ocean, and so on. 

The internationalization of production, the econ- 
omy, science and technology, the objective ten- 
dency, as Lenin pointed out, "... towards the crea- 
fion of a single world economy, regulated by the 
proletariat of all nations as an integral whole and 
according to a common plan"! is the most pro- 
found base of all social development which ulti- 
mately leads to the complete fusion of nations and 
peoples. 

Since the world economy with its tendency to 
become a single economic organism can and does 
develop only through the dialectical interpenetra- 
tion of the above-mentioned contradictions, this 
fact determines the forms and ways of overcoming 
them, i.e. of resolving the contradictions of the 
internationalization process. The most advantageous 
opportunities to implement this objectively neces- 
sary process are offered only by that mode of 
production and that social form of development 
which by their objective nature can Нее it Нот 
antagonisms, the antagonistic conflict between the 
international and the national, between the objec- 
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tive need for the existence over a long period of 
national and state distinctions between countries 
and nations and consequently of national economic 
structures and their growing rapprochement, uni- 
fication and finally complete fusion. There is no, 
nor can there be, any other way of resolving this 
objective contradiction. 

One of the most important manifestations of 
internationalism in the productive forces of modern 
society is known to be various forms of internation- 
al economic integration taking place in both world 
social systems. The process of the concentration 
and socialization of production, which reaches cul- 
mination under state-monopoly capitalism, attains 
its highest form in the establishment of various 
international associations. The European Economic 
Community (EEC) is the most typical example. 
Other international groupings of capitalist coun- 
tries have been established in various regions of 
the world. Within the socialist system economic 
integration has taken the form of the Council for 
Mutual Economic Assistance (CMEA). 

The substance of economic integration, to use 
the definition given by the Institute of World 
Economics and International Relations of the USSR 
Academy of Sciences at a debate between research 
institutes of various countries organized by the 
World Marxist Review, is that this is an objective 
process of the development of deep-going and 
stable links and the division of labour between 
national economies, of the formation of inter- 
national economic complexes within groups of 
states with the same socio-economic system, а 
process which is purposefully regulated in the in- 
terests of the dominant classes of these states. 
However this common substance of economic in- 
tegration is of a different character and has differ- 
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еп! tendencies and laws of development in the 
capitalist and socialist systems. Here we have the 
problem of two approaches, two "plans" or prog- 
rammes of development, of "constructing" the 
world economy. These two "plans" constitute the 
"unity of opposites” in the modern world economy, 
which fight each other to establish a definite direc- 
tion of this development. 

The general contradictions of the capitalist mode 
of production, which become maximally fierce at 
the stage of monopoly capitalism, determine the 
framework and limits within which the process of 
economic internationalization can proceed and also 
the characteristic forms of that process. Capitalist 
economic integration is one way in which the basic 
contradiction between the growth of the socialized 
productive forces and the nature of relations of 
production in capitalist society manifests itself. This 
integration reflects their common and basic con- 
tradiction, inherent in the dialectics of development 
of the capitalist mode of production, which in this 
case extends beyond the boundaries of the nation- 
al economies to the international arena, to the 
world economy. 

This general contradiction has a bearing also 
upon that contradiction of the internationalization 
process to the examination of which we wish to 
confine ourselves—the contradiction between the 
international and the national—as manifested spe- 
cifically in the economic sphere. This specific con- 
tradiction in fact reflects the depth of the contradic- 
tions of capitalist society as a whole. Lenin pointed 
out that there exists "...a most deep-seated and 
ineradicable conflict of economic interests among 
the imperialist countries..." ! This conflict makes 
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this contradiction ап antagonism insoluble in con- 
ditions of the capitalist system. 

Even though capitalist integration reflects the 
objective trend towards internationalization, brings 
together into a "single whole" separate com- 
ponents and creates certain economic complexes # 
is unable to remove basic contradictions among 
these components, i.e. the national entities making 
up the whole. Besides that the integrated com- 
munities themselves are opposed to other such 
communities, as hostile groupings fighting one 
another in an uncompromising economic struggle 
for markets, for capital investment spheres and for 
the opportunity to secure the highest possible 
monopoly profits. Capitalist economic integration, 
far from being a form of removing or evening out 
contradictions among imperialist states, deepens 
and exacerbates the struggle among them. To a 
certain extent these contradictions are pushed aside 
for a while, to a small extent, within an integrated 
grouping in order to create the best conditions 
for attaining common goals, such as trade, protec- 
tion from competitors by means of customs bar- 
riers, etc., but they are created in order to win in 
the struggle with other communities of the same 
kind or with individual countries. In effect capitalist 
integration is a new form of struggle adapted to 
modern conditions, a struggle among the imperial- 
ist states to divide and redivide the world within 
the limits still open to imperialism. 

Objectively the processes of integration and of 
establishing supranational agencies endeavouring 
to control and regulate certain aspects of economic 
life are essentially based on and reflect the his- 
torical necessity of national economic organisms 
cooperating and of establishing stable links among 
them. In this sense this is a progressive process 
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which corresponds to the growing socialization of 
production. However, being implemented in the 
form of capitalist integration it cannot produce ап 
organically single economic community. Each com- 
ponent, i.e. national monopolies, national state- 
monopoly capitalism, pursues its own selfish aims, 
seeks to assume a dominant position in an integrat- 
ed grouping and to secure the biggest and the 
choicest morsel. 

Capitalist integration does not and in principle 
cannot produce a happy combination of the general 
and the particular, of the international and the 
national. There is an insurmountable conflict be- 
tween these opposites. 

Of interest in this connection is the study by the 
well-known Swedish economist Gunnar Myrdal, 
An International Economy, Problems and Prospects, 
which is all the more significant since its author 
has been the Executive Secretary of the UN 
Economic Commision for Europe, whose analysis 
is firmly based on facts. Myrdal is not a Marxist 
and he specifically stressed the idealist nature of 
his views and the fact that he "does not believe 
in а determinist philosophy of history".! АП the 
more valuable are his conclusions since, without 
being a Marxist but giving an honest appraisal of 
real facts and processes, he reveals the bottomless 
abyss separating the national and the international, 
particular national interests and the common inter- 
ests of economic development and the subordina- 
tion of the latter to the former. His book was first 
published in 1956, the introduction to the Russian 
edition was written in 1958; subsequent develop- 
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ments have further confirmed the author's conclu- 
sions. 

Myrdal believes that the advanced capitalist 
countries have achieved a high degree of national 
integration, which in his view means the removal 
of class distinctions within a country and the at- 
tainment of the "national welfare" and "national 
solidarity" of all classes. He claims that Marx was 
wrong about the class struggle within capitalist 
countries. May these erroneous notions, typical of 
bourgeois ideologists, remain оп the author's 
conscience. However, when he inquires into the 
essence of international (capitalist) economic inte- 
gration and its relation to national integration he 
involuntarily begins to talk the language of dialect- 
ics, of dialectical contradictions. Not only does 
Myrdal stress that disintegration of the world 
economy is the reverse side of national integration, 
but he also regards national integration whereby 
national monopoly structures emerge on the inter- 
national scene to fight for their selfish interests as 
the reason why "people's international allegiances” 
are lowered. "This results in increased international 
disintegration," ! he writes. 

Myrdal draws an interesting and important con- 
clusion: "Under these circumstances, international- 
ism tends more and more to be relegated to 
abstract utopianism. There is in the world of today 
so little possibility of giving reality to such strivings 
that they appear unrealistic and impractical; they 
are dreams and theories, while economic national- 
ism is realistic and practical." ? And further: "The 
process of national integration makes the need for 
international integration ever greater but, at the 
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same time, increases tremendously the difficulties 
of accomplishing it. This is one of the main con- 
tradictions implicit in practically all our present 
economic policies in all our countries." ! 


We are not able here to examine in detail such 
a form of the internationalization process in modern 
capitalist society as the powerful transnational and 
international corporations which have colossal pro- 
duction and financial power and reach out to many 
countries. The important thing is that, penetrating 
fhe economies of these countries, they behave as 
invaders, rudely interfering in their development, 
ignoring their national interests and seriously desta- 
bilizing their national economies. This interference 
is so powerful that even long-established and 
advanced capitalist countries or other economical- 
ly strong countries are forced to bring up the 
question of defending their national economic in- 
dependence. One such instance is the expansion 
of US monopolies into Canada. According to Ca- 
nadian estimates direct investments by US monopo- 
lies in Canada equalled 24,000 million dollars as 
far back as 1971. US capital controls nearly two- 
thirds of Canada's manufacturing and mining in- 
dustries. US monopolies own 95 per cent of that 
country’s oil and gas industries апа practically all 
the automobile assembly plants. Small wonder that 
people in the Canadian ruling circles voice their 
apprehension that the country faces the alternative 
of independence or a colonial status. 

Such forms of implementing historically justified 
internationalization clearly rule out any harmonious 
development of this process. In fact such harmoni- 
ous development, free from deep-seated antagon- 


! Gunnar Myrdal, Op. cit, р. 55 
56 


isms between the international and the national, is 
impossible in conditions of imperialism. 

Thus capitalism, which began the process of 
building a single world economy and has brought 
this process to a high level, is unable to complete 
it. This is the historical mission of the new social 
system, the socialist and communist system. Socialist 
integration is the implementation of the "'different 
plan" which Lenin spoke of as the plan of building 
a world economy. The opposites of the national 
and the international intertwine and interpenetrate 
in this integration since the internationalization of 
economic development can at present proceed 
only in the form of and through the unification of 
independent national socialist states. But in this 
case these opposites are not antagonistic. One 
cannot say that these opposites give rise to no 
contradictions or difficulties, but the different social 
nature of socialist states makes possible their har- 
monious combination, the gradual overcoming of 
all difficulties and possible friction, since the in- 
terests of each particular component part of the 
socialist integration of the community of countries 
as а whole are focused not on capitalist profit and 
the exploitation of other nations but on the com- 
mon tasks of the development of the entire social- 
ist system and of each individual country. This is 
the foundation on which the opposites of the na- 
fional and the international will, over the long 
term, diminish and disappear in the process of 
international economic socialization. 

Socialist relations of production which, far from 
conflicting with this process of socialization, open 
a free way for it, account for another feature of 
international socialist integration, which makes it 
an integration of the highest type. It possesses that 
profound content which, in Myrdal's words, is 
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totally lacking (or present in a limited form) in 
Capitalist integration—the factor of production as 
the decisive factor. Н is not limited by market 
relations alone, i.e. by commodity exchange alone 
or by frade, international credit or monetary or 
financial links. Socialist integration is based on the 
coordination of national economic plans of the 
socialist states and on planning the joint develop- 
ment of production, science and technology. 

The world economy today is not limited to the 
two social systems, there is also the "third world", 
i.e. developing countries which have either recent- 
ly freed themselves from colonial bondage and 
become politically independent (Asian and African 
countries) or have long ago won their state sover- 
eignty (several countries in Latin America) but are 
still fighting imperialist dominance and oppression 
by foreign monopoly capital. 

The world economy cannot develop normally 
faced as it is with the appalling gap between the 
levels of economic development of the advanced 
and backward countries, 

In his book Gunnar Myrdal expresses anxiety 
over ihe abyss separating the development levels 
of advanced and underdeveloped countries. He 
even attempts in this connection to ponder over 
Marxist theory. He believes that Marx's theory has 
nof proved correct in relation to advanced capitalist 
countries, but is worried lest Marx's prophecy, 
which has allegedly failed in regard to each par- 
ticular country, prove an accurate prediction of the 
development of relations among countries. He has 
in mind the above-mentioned unevenness of capital- 
ist development; he writes that the greatest 
"failure" of integration in the "non-Soviet", i.e. 
capitalist, world is the stagnation or slow develop- 
ment of the underdeveloped countries and the 
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widening gap between industrially advanced and 
backward couniries. He also claims that division 
into classes, which used to exist in advanced cap- 
italist countries and has now disappeared, is char- 
acteristic of the world as a whole. There has 
emerged a "class society” on an international scale; 
a nationally integrated advanced capitalist society 
is a higher class in relation to the lower class of 
backward societies. 

No doubt Myrdal wishes the backward countries 
well and as a bourgeois liberal is guided by 
humane sentiments. He cannot see the attainment 
of complete and genuine international integration 
of the capitalist world without bridging the tragic 
gap, ending uneven development and creating an 
"equality of opportunities". He therefore pronoun- 
ces many bitter truths about the big capitalist 
states, particularly the United States, which are least 
of all guided by such sentiments and ideals in their 
dealings with backward countries. The world can- 
not be managed the way a monopolist corporation 
manages its aífairs, says Myrdal about the way of 
thinking and acting of the ruling class in the United 
States. In general he is very pessimistic about the 
backward countries’ prospects of development т 
view of the existing relations between big сарйа|- 
ist states and the “third world" countries. It would 
take a "miracle" to make these prospects less 
gloomy. 

The latest developments do not disprove but 
confirm Myrdal's views. Of course, in their relations 
with the "third world" today, capitalist states have 
to take into account the existence of the socialist 
system and its influence on world development, in- 
cluding development in economically backward 
countries. That is why their policy includes changes 
of tack, petty concessions, etc. in order to keep 
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these countries within the orbit of their interests 
and to lash them securely to the chariot of world 
capitalism. But the core of this policy still remains 
the use of their links with backward countries to 
afford the monopolies greater profits. Each year 
the imperialist states pocket a considerable share 
of the developing countries’ national income. 
Despite a сенат industrial growth in the former 
colonies, their general backwardness compared to 
advanced states is growing instead of diminishing. 

These countries are least of all affected by 
scientific and technological progress. In our age of 
astounding scientific and technological achieve- 
ments multitudes of farm workers still use the hoe 
and wooden plough. 

Understandably this lack of homogeneity in the 
world capitalist system, the existence and deepen- 
ing of contradictions between the advanced capital- 
ist states and underdeveloped countries within the 
framework of the capitalist world constitute another 
important factor which is in conflict with the objec- 
tive requirements of the internationalization of 
economic life. 

Marx showed in his Capital that capitalism 
emerged and grew at the cost of the lives of native 
people whose plunder was one of the "secrets" 
of primary capitalist accumulation. In the blood and 
sweat which, as he said, capitalism exuded from 
all its pores there was a goodly measure of the 
blood and sweat of these peoples sucked by the 
capitalist "vampire" not only at the moment of its 
birth but throughout its existence. Continuing and 
developing Marx's teaching, Lenin proved that at 
its highest stage, that of imperialism, capitalism, by 
virtue of the laws of its own development, be- 
comes a worldwide empire of the oppression and 
strangulation of dozens of colonial and semicolonial 


peoples by a handful of powerful financial groups. 
These nations owe their appalling backwardness to 
capitalism. What grounds are there then to expect 
a change in its nature and essence at present? 

In the sphere of the relationship and interaction 
of different links of the world economy there also 
exist and fight two opposed tendencies, two differ- 
ent plans for building a world economy. Back in 
the years of the First World War Lenin wrote that 
fhe socialists demanded political and economic 
freedom for backward and oppressed peoples 
under all circumstances. "We shall endeavour," he 
wrote, "to render these nations, more backward 
and oppressed than we are, 'disinterested cultural 
assistance' ... In other words, we will help them 
pass to the use of machinery, to the lightening of 
labour, to democracy, to socialism." ! 

That programme has become reality. In their 
relations with formerly oppressed peoples, with 
backward countries, the states of the socialist 
system are guided by the principles of equality, 
non-interference т the internal affairs of other 
countries, of all-round support for their struggle 
for economic and political development. Just as 
within the socialist system itself, where all its ele- 
ments work to even out the levels of development 
inherited from the past and equalize the conditions 
of progress of different countries, in its relations 
with backward countries the socialist. system has 
every interest in their national—economic, political 
and cultural—advancement. Only through this de- 
velopment can the objective law of the internation- 
alization of the world economy and of all other 
aspects of social life freely operate and can normal 
economic and other ties essential for the implemen- 
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tation of that law be established among countries 
and nations. 

This process, of course, is one of struggle for a 
definite social direction of development both on 
the international scene and within the newly libe- 
rated and developing countries. 

We have examined only some of the aspects of 
the dialectics of interaction inherent in the two 
social systems and in their relationship with the 
"third world" countries. This interaction is un- 
doubtedly broader than the aspects we have re- 
viewed. In Lenin’s words this is competition be- 
tween two types of social development, which 
proceeds in many directions. Precisely this com- 
petition constitutes the basic content of the 
“struggle of opposites” in the dialectics of modern 
world development, and this is why if emerges, 
according to a Marxist definition, as the basic 
contradiction of this development, of all world de- 
velopment in our historical epoch. 


The Form Taken by the Struggle between 
the Contradictions of the Two World 
Systems and Their Resolution 


When the Civil War ended and the transition to 
peaceful socialist construction began, the question 
of vital theoretical and practical urgency arose of 
what form the relationship between the socialist 
state, the embryo of the future world socialist 
system, and the system of capitalist states would 
fake. This was a new question in the history of 
social development, a question which had never 
arisen before and which required a new, dialectical 
approach. 


The contradiction between the world's first social- 
ist state recently emerged and the old capitalist 
world was, of course, the result of the transforma- 
tion of an internal contradiction of capitalist society: 
the struggle between the capitalists and the prole- 
fariat had led, through a socialist revolution, to a 
single society splitting into two opposite societies, 
the capitalist and the socialist. Consequently the 
essence of the contradiction between them had 
not changed. A novel feature of that contradiction, 
however, was the fact that the proletariat, formerly 
an oppressed class, had become a dominant class 
which had formed a state of its own. From then 
on fhe capitalists and the capitalist world faced 
not an oppressed and exploited class but a class 
which had shaken оН the yoke of capital, won 
political power and established its own army. 

Thus in the new conditions two types of state 
opposed each other: the states of the capitalists 
and a state of an absolutely new social type, the 
state of the proletariat, of the working people. 
Like any other contradiction, this one had to be 
resolved in the course of historical development, 
the only question being that of the form or the 
mode of its resolution. 

One of the possible ways of resolving this con- 
tradiction could have been an armed conflict of 
the two worlds. This was the course taken by the 
international bourgeoisie which sought, together 
with the exploiter classes defeated inside the coun- 
try, to strangle Soviet power "in its cradle", to 
destroy the offspring of the Russian revolution, the 
world's first socialist state. But the attempt was 
futile, which confirmed Lenin's firm conviction that 
nothing and nobody could conquer workers and 
peasants who have embarked on the road of in- 
dependent history-making. 
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It is also known that ideas of resolving the соп- 
tradiction in question by an armed conflict between 
the capitalist and socialist worlds were also shared 
by all manner of "left", Trotskyite and other ele- 
ments who, for example, were prepared to risk 
forfeiting Soviet power at the time of the Brest 
Peace Treaty and clamoured for a “revolutionary 
маг" against capitalism. After the formation of the 
world socialist system a similar idea was taken up 
by the Maoists who put forward a reactionary, 
adventurist thesis on a new world war as a result 
of which the edifice of world socialism would be 
erected “оп the ruins of the old world''. The sub- 
sequent theoretical and practical. endeavours of 
Maoism made it clear that the true purpose of that 
idea was to provoke a conflict between 1wo forces, 
the USSR and the USA, in order to attain ifs great- 
power, nationalist aims. 

Lenin always resolutely rejected such ways and 
methods of resolving the contradiction of the two 
opposed social systems. His genius of foresight 
prompted him that there was another prospect for 
future world development which followed objec- 
tively from the new situation created by the for- 
mation of a socialist state. Lenin believed that the 
contradiction т question should be resolved 
through the peaceful competition and peaceful 
coexistence of socialism and capitalism. He came 
to this conclusion after an in-depth analysis of the 
historical dialectics peculiar to the new conditions. 
This analysis took account of the following basic 
factors. 

On the strength of the Marxist theory of socialist 
revolution developed by Lenin, according to which 
in the epoch of imperialism revolution could not 
triumph in all or in several countries at one time, 
he proved that the world revolutionary process 
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would proceed by individual states dropping out 
of the world capitalist system. This means that 
states and systems of states with different social 
systems would have to coexist for a long time. If 
the concerted efforts of the powerful imperialist 
states failed to defeat the young and immature 
Soviet state they are much less likely to defeat 
the world socialist system consisting of a number 
of states. 

In other words, a certain balance of forces is 
established between the two systems of states with 
possible variations опе way or the other. The 
interests of humankind's truly progressive develop- 
ment therefore demand the renunciation of new 
wars of extermination between the two systems and 
the establishment of peaceful competition between 
the two types of social development. Lenin had a 
high opinion of the Treaty of Rapallo concluded 
between Soviet Russia and Germany because it 
recognized the "true equality of the two property 
systems—if only as a temporary state, until such 
time as the entire world abandons private property 
and the economic chaos and wars engendered by 
Н for the higher property system...” ! 

Lenin proceeded from the essence and social 
nature of the new, socialist state. In one of his 
reports in 1920 he made this momentous statement: 
"Democracy is most clearly manifested in the fun- 
damental question of war and реасе”.? These 
words have a bearing on many problems which 
we cannot even begin to discuss in this booklet. 
Their gist, however, is that the interests of peace 
can now be consistently upheld only by the state 
of the new social system in the face of the forces 
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of imperialism whose nature is inseparable from 
war, from armed force. 

This is natural, because the socialist state is a 
state of the working people themselves, and to 
the people, the workers and peasants, aggressive 
imperialist wars are alien and hostile; they suffer 
the most from them, therefore the peaceful policy 
of that state reflects the peaceful interests of the 
majority of the world's population. In other words, 
the emergence of a socialist state and then of a 
system of socialist states marked the emergence 
of the most powerful force capable of upholding 
the cause of peace. 

One of the key factors in the peaceful struggle 
of the two systems is, according to Lenin, the fact 
that socialism's main strength is force of example. 
To acquire this "force of example", i.e. to prove 
ifs superiority over capitalism, socialism needs 
peace, not war. "Coercion is effective against those 
who want to restore their rule," Lenin wrote. "But 
at this stage the significance of force ends, and 
after that only influence and example are effective. 
We must show the significance of communism in 
practice, by example." ! 

No coercion can accomplish the gigantic task of 
transforming society on communist Principles, of 
Providing the conditions worthy of man’s destina- - 
tion. To solve this problem it is necessary to raise 
the productive forces to an unprecedented level, 
to build more and more, to change man himself 
and his attitude to other people. Communism is 
essentially not a destructive but a creative force. 
That is why the socialist states have such a stake 
in peace. Lenin said in his report on concessions 
delivered to the Russian Communist Party (Bol- 
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sheviks) group at the Eighth Congress of Soviets: 
"All our politics and propaganda, however, are 
directed towards putting an end to war and in no 
way towards driving nations to war. Experience 
has shown sufficiently that the socialist revolution 
is the only way out of eternal warfare." ! 

That is why Lenin's name is associated with the 
policy of the peaceful coexistence of the two world 
social systems which is also pursued today by the 
Soviet Communist Party and the Soviet state, by 
the entire world socialist system. 

It would be wrong fo underrate the role of those 
sober-minded, realistic politicians in the capitalist 
world who realize that the other way is fraught 
with dangerous consequences. 

It would be wrong to view the vital necessity of 
the peaceful coexistence of the two social systems 
as a spontaneous, automatic process. To be sure 
the objective conditions of their interaction create 
this necessity, but this process is by no means 
spontaneous. 

The policy of peaceful coexistence is not an easy 
path but a form of bitter and difficult struggle, 
above all class struggle, with the most reactionary 
forces of modern imperialism, a struggle only 
through which it is possible to make these forces 
abandon the policy of military threats, increasing 
the threat of war and the rejection of the peaceful 
coexistence of states with different social systems. 

The policy of peaceful coexistence is not only 
a way of fighting imperialism but also a domestic 
policy of the socialist states working to accomplish 
the tasks of socialist and communist construction, 
thus enhancing their economic and political role 
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and authority in the solution of international prob- 
lems today. The «ocialist system opposes fhe mili- 
tary blackmail of imperialism with its own might 
which dampens the enthusiasm of the war-mongers. 
There is every reason to say today that the stead- 
fast struggle of the socialist states and the struggle 
waged by the progressive forces in other coun- 
tries for peaceful coexistence bring tangible re- 
sults. 


Political adventurists of all hues and ultra-leftist 
provocateurs, paying lip-service fo revolutionary 
phraseology but in fact voluntarily or involuntarily 
helping the reactionaries, criticize the principle of 
peaceful coexistence as “reformist”, “opportunist” 
and are hindering the development of the revolu- 
tionary movement. This interpretation of the policy 
of peaceful coexistence is in flagrant contradiction 
with the Leninist approach to the question of the 
role of democratic gains, among them the gain of 
peace which Lenin viewed as the greatest mani- 
festation of democracy. 


The collective document adopted by the Inter- 
national Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Par- 
ties in 1969 gave a clear answer to the question 
of the relation between the struggle for peaceful 
coexistence and the struggle for socialism. The 
policy of peaceful coexistence, says the document, 
",..helps to promote the class struggle against 
imperialism on a national and worldwide scale. 
Determined class struggle for the abolition of the 
monopolies and their rule, for the institution of 
a genuinely democratic system, and for the estab- 
lishment of socialist power, whatever may be the 
road leading to this goal, is an inalienable right 
and duty of the working people and their Com- 
munist Parties in the capitalist countries. The Com- 


munists of the world are in solidarity with this just 
battle.” ! 

Thus the question of the form of interaction, of 
the struggle, the "contest" of the two systems, of 
the two modes of production, of the two socio- 
economic formations in the modern world affects 
mankind's vital interests. In the age of great scien- 
tific and technological discoveries, of the mastery 
of nuclear energy which can also be used for 
destructive purposes, this is a question of mankind's 
destiny and its very existence, of what will happen 
to its material and intellectual culture, of its future. 


There is not a shade of doubt for Marxist- 
Leninists that mankind has now risen to such heights 
in its development that capitalism must give place 
to socialism as a higher social system capable of 
expanding the bounds of human development to 
ап unprecedented extent. Several countries and 
nations are already following that course. 


"The abolition of capitalism and its vestiges," 
Lenin pointed out, "and the establishment of the 
fundamentals of the communist order comprise the 
content of the new era of world history that has 
set in." 2 

The irrefutable fact that Leninism, which is the 
banner of the international communist movement, 
has evolved and promotes a peaceful form of the 
"controversy", "competition" and struggle of the 
two social systems of today, that is to say of the 
resolution of the contradictions between them, is 
eloquent testimony of the coincidence of the in- 
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terests which communism pursues with those of all 
progressive mankind. The path which mankind 
follows before it understands this coincidence is 
tortuous and difficult, but this is the only promise 
for its happy future. 
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